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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-18 and 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Fredlund et al. 

In regard to claim 1, Fredlund provides for a photofinishing method comprising 
the steps of: a) offering a plurality of available image looks to a customer in a manner 
which permits the customer to select at least one image look for association with at 
least one image captured by the customer on scan-only photographic material (Fig. 3 
elements 58,60 and 62 col. 5 line 64-col.6 lines 29); b) converting the at least one image 
to an image-bearing electronic signal representative of the at least one image ( Fig. 6 
element 116 col. 17 lines 35-41); c) applying the selected look to the image-bearing 
electronic signal ( Fig.6 element 122 col. 7 lines 60-67); d) processing the image-bearing 
electronic signal to provide a processed image having properties of the selected image 
look ( Fig.6 element 124 col. 7 line 65-col.8 line 5); and e) transferring the processed 
image to at least one of a customer or an intended recipient ( col.8 lines 16-28). 

With regard to claims 2 and 1 1 Fredlund provides a method, further comprising 
the step of printing the processed image (Fig.6 element 124). 
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As to claims 3 and 22 Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the step of 
offering the image look to a customer comprises representing the image looks on a 
display medium (Fig. 3 element 50 col. 5 lines 14-17). 

In regard to claims 4 and 13, Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the step of 
representing the image looks on a display medium comprises displaying the image look 
to a customer on a color monitor, to permit the customer to select a desired image look 
from the displayed image looks subsequent to viewing the processed images (Fig. 3 
element 50, col. 5 line 64-col.6 lines 29). 

With regard to claims 5 and 12, Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the 
scan-only photographic recording material is a color negative film (col.2 lines 28-30). 

As to claims 6-7 and 14-15, Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the step of 
offering a plurality of images looks comprises displaying the image look to a customer in 
a color brochure, to permit the customer to select a desired image look from the 
displayed image looks prior to viewing the processed image (Fig.3 elements 58,60 and 
62, col.5 line 64-col.6 line 29). 

In regard to claims 8 and 16, Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the image 
looks include one or more looks from a list that includes accurate color reproduction, 
portrait color, high color, black-and-white, old-fashioned sepia tones, selected levels of 
color intensity (Fig.6 element 116 col.7 lines 38-43, note color intensity), selected levels 
of contrast, selected levels of detail, selected levels of sharpness, and selected levels of 
grain. 
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With regard to claim 9, Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the converting of 
the at least one image to an image-bearing electronic signal representative of the at 
least one image occurs at a different location than the processing the image-bearing 
electronic signal to provide a processed image having the properties of the selected 
image look (col. 7 lines 1-5, note insertion of images in pre-prepared backgrounds). 

As to claims 10,21 and 23. See claim 1 above. It recites similar limitations as 
claims 10,21 and 23. Hence they are'similarly analyzed and rejected. 

With regard to claim 17, Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the exposed 
photographic recording material is processed with a development step to produce an 
image suitable for scanning ( col. 2, lines 28-31). 

In regard to claim 24. See claim 1 above. It recites similar limitations as claim 24. 
Except for computer program product (Fig. IB element 26 col. 3 lines 30-35). Hence it is 
similarly analyzed and rejected. 

With regard to cl^im 18, Fredlund provides for a method, wherein the processing 
step for the exposed photographic recording material includes dry chemistry thermal 
photographic development (col.7 lines 20-25). 

In regard to claim 20. See claim 1 above. It recites similar limitation as claim 20. 
Hence it is similarly analyzed and rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fredlund et al. (U.S. 5,666,215) in view of Shaffer et al. (US 2001/0046330 A1). 

In regard to claim 25, Fredlund discloses for, checking for a stored customer 
profile for the customer based on at least a customer identification of the customer 
(Fig.lB element 26, col. 3 lines 30-36); offering a plurality of possible image looks to the 
customer in a manner which permits the customer to select a preferred image look 
which is to be applied to an image bearing electronic signal representative of a captured 
image (Fig.3 elements 58,60 and 62 col. 5 line 64-col.6 lines 29); offering a plurality of 
possible image looks to the customer(Fig.3 elements 58,60 and 62 col. 5 line 64-col.6 
lines 29) in a manner which permits the customer to select at least one image look 
which is to be applied to an image bearing electronic signal representative of a captured 
image( Fig.6 element 116 col. 17 lines 35-41); and creating a new customer profile 
based on the selected image look (Fig.lB element 26, col.3 lines 30-36), Fredlund does 
not disclose expressly for customer profile including information representative of 
previously selected preferred image looks for the customer, and at least one of said 
stored possible image looks being a previously selected preferred image look from said 
stored customer profile; and updating the stored customer profile based on the selected 
preferred image look. However in the same field of endeavor Shaffer discloses for 
customer profile including information representative of previously selected preferred 
image looks for the customer, and at least one of said stored possible image looks 
being a previously selected preferred image look from said stored customer profile; and 
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updating the stored customer profile based on the selected preferred image look (page 
3, right column lines 25-38), references of Fredlund and Shaffer are combinable, 
because they are from the same field of endeavor ( photographic images). It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Shaffer (page 3, right column lines 25-38), to modify the 
system and method of Fredlund, because the method of Shaffer provides an improved 
method of generating photo albums from consumer photographs that requires a 
minimum amount of effort but yields a high quality product and is reasonably priced 
(page 1 right column lines 46-50). 

With regard to claim 26. See claim 25 above. It recites similar limitations as claim 26. 
Except for a computer readable storage medium having a computer program stored 
thereon (Fig.lB element 26. col. 3 lines 30-35). Hence it is similarly analyzed and 
rejected. 

3. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fredlund 
et al. (U.S. 5,666,215) in view of Bourdelais et al.( U.S. patent 5,866,282). 

In regard to claim 19, Fredlund discloses for a photofinishing method ( Fig.lB 
col. 3 lines 20-35), Fredlund does not disclose expressly for processing step for the 
exposed photographic recording material includes lamination to a donor medium. 
However in the same field of endeavor Bourdelais discloses for for processing step for 
the exposed photographic recording material includes lamination to a donor medium ( 
col. 10 lines 45-59), references of Fredlund and Bourdelais are combinable, because 
they are from the same field of endeavor ( photographic images) It would have been 
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obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Bourdelais ( col. 10 lines 45-59), to modify the system and 
method of Fredlund, because the invention of Bourdelais provides an Improved base for 
casting of photosensitive layers. It particularly provides improved base for color 
photographic materials that have greater resistance to curl and improved image (col. 2 
lines 14-17). 

4. Claims 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fredlund et al. (U.S. 5,666,215) in view of Shaffer et al. (US 2001/0046330 A1), and 
further in view of Fields et al. (U.S. 6,581,109). 

As to claim 27, Fredlund as modified by Shaffer discloses for stored customer 
profile for the customer based on at least a customer identification of the customer 
(Fig.lB element 26, col.3 lines 30-36), Fredlund as modified by Shaffer does not 
disclose expressly for, determining monitor settings of the monitor accessed by the 
customer; comparing the determined monitor settings to optimum monitor settings that 
provide preferred calibration results; providing color calibration information to the 
customer based on said comparing step; and said customer profile including information 
representative of preferred monitor settings for the customer. However in the same field 
of endeavor Fields discloses for, determining monitor settings of the monitor accessed 
by the customer; comparing the determined monitor settings to optimum monitor 
settings that provide preferred calibration results; providing color calibration information 
to the customer based on said comparing step; and said customer profile including 
information representative of preferred monitor settings for the customer (col.5 lines 29- 
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44), references of Fredlund as modified by Shaffer and Fields are combinable, because 
they are from the same field of endeavor (color management in a computer). It would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made 
to incorporate the teaching of Fields (col. 5 lines 29-44) with the system and method of 
Fredlund as modified by Shaff. Because the invention of Fields relates to a technique 
for dynamically adjusting image colors in a client-server environment to assure accurate 
color reproduction of an image or graphic in a web page as the page is served from a 
web server to a client ( col.1 lines 10-15). 

With regard to claim 29. See claim 27 above. It recites similar limitations as claim 
29. Except for a computer readable storage medium having a computer program stored 
thereon (Fig. IB element 26. col. 3 lines 30-35). Hence it is similarly analyzed and 
rejected. 

In regard to claims 28 and 30. See claim 29 above. They recite similar limitations 
as claim 29. Hence they are similarly analyzed and rejected. 

Other Cited References 
5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Pub. No.: US 2001/0026371 A1 to Nozaki is cited for digital photo processing 
apparatus and printing data recording method. 

U.S. patent 5,748,484 to Cannon et al. is cited for system for printing social expression 
cards in response to electronically transmitted orders. 
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Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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